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accordance and in other case by coherence. We see then
that if self-evidence in the sense of immediate knowledge
does not constitute but only reveals what is indubitable, the
objection of subjectively, as is often laid against it, is
altogether misdirected.

Another objection against the self-evidence theory of
truth is urged on the ground that the principle of non-contra-
diction which governs it leads not only to a negative
conception of truth but to another conception; the under-
standing of which helps the understanding of truth. The
principle of non-contradiction as applied to truth will mean
that'truth is not truth' and 'truth is not false'. Now we
can refute the objection by pointing out that it is purely
formal in the sense that we cling here to the form which
the principle of non-contradiction gives us when fully
expounded. But, it must be remembered that non-contra-
diction is to identify only in another form, for a thing which
is identical with itself cannot allow its contradictory. The
content of the principles of identity and of non-contradic-
tion is identically the same. Hence, when it is urged by the
objectionist that the conception of truth governed by the
principle of non-contradiction only in its form and not in its
content, and very well gives us truth as it is in its positive
aspect, and we can thus avoid the negative definition of
truth, and the alleged reference to the other term 'faSse'
with negation attached to it, it only brings out the logical
implication of the same positive conception of truth. All
negation, be it remembered, presupposes affirmation. We
see then that the foregone objection is only a formal one
and does not stand, when the principle of non-contradic-
tion is understood in the light of the principle of identity
which has identically the same content as the principle of
non-contradiction.